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and yellow — only these Christian pur- 
poses can give permanence to any league. 
No machinery will do it. No exchange 
of documents can pledge a people to 
do a thing they unitedly desire not to 
do. There is no promise of peace on 
earth except to men of good-will. Chris- 
tianity can furnish the good-will, the 
dynamic behind the league, and so 
change the treaty from a scrap of paper 
into an instrument of the Kingdom of 
God. We want not merely peace but 
co-operation; not cessation of struggle 
but united struggle against tyranny 
and ignorance, and poverty and sickness 
and despair. We want not a false 
internationalism which would wipe out 
all boundaries and destroy all local 
allegiance; we want the true inter- 
nationalism which binds north and south 
and east and west in ceaseless endeavor 
to make the whole world free from terror 
and joyous in the co-operative tasks of 
the new day. Science cannot do this — 



it can create engines of torture as easily 
as tools of labor. It brings men's 
bodies together but cannot unite their 
souls. Diplomacy cannot do this — it 
has been more Machiavellian than 
Christian. Treaties cannot do this 
unless behind them is the confidence 
of faith. 

When the Son of Man cometh does he 
find faith in the earth? Surely he 
has come again in the last five years. 
"He is sifting out the nations before 
his judgment seat. Our God is march- 
ing on." Are we ready to march with 
him. Are we merely mourning over a 
vanished yesterday, merely appre- 
hensive over an unknown tomorrow? 
Let Marshal Foch, who knows both 
how to fight and how to pray, be our 
teacher at this hour. He has said: 

Victories are won by science, but also by 
faith. It was our admirable soldiers that 
did it. I have but one merit — that of 
never despairing. 
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In a recent issue of one of the organs 
of a great Protestant denomination there 
appeared an article which suggested to 
the conservative writer of this sketch 
the title which appears above. The 
article referred to was from the pen of 
Dr. George P. Mains and was printed 



in the columns of the California Chris- 
tian Advocate, the Advocate being one 
of the official periodicals published by 
the Methodist Episcopal church. The 
caption of Dr. Mains's article was in 
the form of the following question: Are 
These Books Vicious ? The books under 
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discussion included Albert C. Knudson's 
The Religious Teaching of the Old Testa- 
ment and Ismar J. Peritz' Old Testament 
History. All of the books utilize the 
results of modern historical criticism 
and are written frankly from the his- 
torical point of view. The question 
proposed by Dr. Mains and, after due 
discussion, answered in the negative, 
was called forth by severe strictures 
upon these books from representatives 
of the connectionalism to which Dr. 
Mains belongs. The objectors, viewing 
such books as subversive of the faith 
as it was delivered unto the fathers, 
protest against having them placed 
in the hands of the young men who are 
preparing themselves for places of leader- 
ship in the pulpits of Methodism. 

If the radicalism represented by these 
objectors were an isolated phenomenon, 
confined to a limited group in a single 
denomination, the present writer would 
not have taken the trouble to set the 
refractory keys of his typewriter clicking 
off these lines. But it is not an isolated 
phenomenon, and it is radicalism, how- 
ever much its representatives may be 
surprised and, perhaps, incensed to find 
themselves so classified. These good 
men are insistent in the assertion that 
they are conservatives — conservators of 
the faith simple and unadulterated. 
They are to be found in practically all 
of the Protestant denominations, not 
in constant proportions, to be sure, but 
nevertheless in sufficient numbers to 
constitute an element entirely too im- 
portant to be ignored. Among their 
numbers may be found many of the most 
devout and consecrated of the members 
of the church of Jesus Christ. Hosts of 
them are daily and hourly enduring 



hardness as good soldiers of Jesus 
Christ. To impeach the integrity of 
their ultimate purposes or the purity 
and disinterestedness of their actuating 
motives would be nothing short of 
malicious libel; but to have recourse to 
the prerogative of which they so readily 
and often volubly avail themselves, the 
prerogative of frank criticism, is certainly 
a privilege which should not be denied 
those who differ with their point of 
view in certain major respects. It 
seems, however, to be an unwritten 
canon of conduct among those who do 
so differ that this privilege should be 
magnanimously waived. 

As a rule, the historical scholar is 
content to state his case impersonally, 
without polemic, dispassionately mar- 
shaling his facts and allowing the facts 
to speak for themselves. Not so the 
"conservative" objector. Unable to 
meet the array of inflexible facts which 
shatter his cherished theories, he is 
prone to attempt to force the facts 
to fit the theories, or, baffled in this 
endeavor, to seek a vent for his dis- 
comfited feelings by heaping vitupera- 
tion upon those who dare to approach 
the things of religion without any Pro- 
crustean bed of preconceived theories. 
The historical scholar is assailed as a 
"dangerous man" and his method is 
pronounced the latest and most ingenious 
device of the Prince of Darkness for 
spreading his infernal kingdom among 
the sons of men. 

If those who proclaim and applaud 
such judgments were to discover how 
radical and revolutionary their own 
assumed conservatism really is, many 
of them would doubtless be stricken 
dumb with horror. The uncriticized 
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assumption on which they stand is that 
their position as regards matters of 
Christian faith and practice is identical 
with that taken by the church in 
the days of its inception. They seem 
serenely and sublimely oblivious of the 
fact that the orthodoxy which they 
cherish is the net result of eighteen 
hundred years of theological construc- 
tion and reconstruction. It appears 
never to occur to them that their 
particular and respective types of trini- 
tarianism, their precise theories of Bibli- 
cal inspiration and infallibility, their 
elaborately articulated plans of salva- 
tion, their static conceptions of the 
nature and function of the church were 
all unglimpsed by the last of the apos- 
tolic band to leave the ranks of the 
church militant and join the glorified 
company of the church triumphant. In 
fine, they seem to overlook the fact that 
the orthodoxy which they seek to con- 
serve is itself the radicalism of former 
days rendered rigid by tradition. It 
is scarcely too much to say that every 
article of the so-called conservative posi- 
tion has at one time or another been 
branded as "dangerous," "revolution- 
ary," "destructive of morals," or "sub- 
versive of the faith." The champion 
who enters the lists in behalf of such 
credal orthodoxy is in reality defending 
some council or schism or sect. Those 
who desire wittingly so to do are as- 
suredly entitled to the privilege. For 
them we have no word of censure; we 
only regret that they should elect such 
a course when there are so many other 
employments so much more worthy of 
their time and talent. 

The case of those who have un- 
wittingly followed this course is, how- 



ever, very different, and very much 
more hopeful, provided only that they 
are open-minded and disposed, having 
proved all things, to hold fast to that 
which is good. The process of proving 
the things of their traditional faith 
would in all probability be painfully 
disconcerting to many of them, as it 
proved to the writer when he, as a 
college student, undertook the task. 
It is not his intention to imply that as a 
college student he carried to satis- 
factory conclusion this very consider- 
able enterprise, or even that he would 
be so rash as to say that to this day he 
has brought this enterprise to comple- 
tion. What is meant is that the early 
stages of the process of criticism and 
revision were attended by "many a 
conflict, many a doubt." He was par- 
ticularly troubled to reduce the tradi- 
tional view of the Christian scriptures, 
in which view he had been indoctrinated, 
to a tenable conception. He takes it 
for granted that his experience in this 
respect is typical and therefore selects 
the doctrine of verbal inspiration and 
absolute inerrancy of the scriptures as 
illustrative of the unwitting radicalism 
of the "conservative." 

Briefly stated, this doctrine is that 
the precise collection of sixty-six books 
which make up the Protestant Bible 
and only these were verbally dictated 
to their writers by God himself; that 
the writers of the respective books 
acted as purely passive agents for the 
transcription of the divinely dictated 
messages, making no slightest individual 
contribution to the matter thus set 
down; that the resultant record is abso- 
lutely inerrant in all respects, whether 
as regards scientific fact, historical data, 
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or the concerns of ethics and religion; 
that this record has retained in trans- 
lation the absolute inerrancy of the 
original; that the view is based upon 
scriptural warrant and was the prevail- 
ing conception of the apostolic church. 
The doctrine, to be sure, is not always 
denned in such detail by those who hold 
it, but every element in the foregoing 
analysis is implicit in the view. 

That this conception of the Bible 
is a radical innovation of decidedly 
post-apostolic times becomes apparent 
upon consideration of the following 
facts: 

i. The Septuagint, the Greek version 
of the Old Testament in common use in 
New Testament times, contained more 
than a dozen books in addition to those 
that appear in our Protestant Bibles. 
These books, the so-called Apocrypha, 
were quoted as scripture by the early 
Christian church, have been accepted 
as scripture by the Eastern church of 
all ages, are a part of the Old Testament 
as used by the Roman Catholic church 
to this day, and were rejected by 
Protestantism only because they do 
not appear in the Hebrew Bible. The 
Hebrew canon was not finally closed 
until the Council of Jamnia, 90 a.d., 
twenty years after the final destruction 
of Jerusalem, when a band of refugee 
rabbis gathered to pass upon the 
canonicity of certain books whose right 
to a place in the Hebrew scriptures was 
still a moot question. It is clear, then, 
that Protestantism in restricting its 
authoritative Old Testament to the 
thirty-nine books of the Hebrew canon 
was setting aside the verdict of fifteen 
Christian centuries and introducing, 
as an innovation into Christian think- 



ing, a usage borrowed from sub-apostolic 
Judaism. 

2. An examination of the various 
books of the Bible discloses the fact 
that they are all shot through and 
through with the evidences of the 
personality of their writers and the 
spirit of the times in which they were 
written. Many of these books lay 
no claim to being divinely inspired; in 
fact, Paul states expressly in one place 
(I Cor. 7 : 25-40) that touching a certain 
matter he has no commandment of the 
Lord, that he is simply stating his own 
judgment, but that in delivering the 
judgment in question he thinks he has 
the Spirit of God. Certainly, then, the 
doctrine that all of the Biblical writers 
acted at all times as personalized type- 
writers upon which God wrote his Book 
is at least a post-Pauline innovation. 

3. The purpose of the Biblical writers 
was never to produce manuals of science 
or critical histories, but rather, in the 
spheres of morals and religion, to show 
the "very age and body of the time, 
its form and pressure." So splendidly 
indifferent were these writers to such 
matters as scientific accuracy and his- 
torical consistency that the redactor 
of the Pentateuch did not hesitate to 
place side by side in his composite 
narrative two divergent accounts of the 
creation of the world, as if freely to 
offer his readers their choice, and the 
compilers of the sacred library as a 
whole did not hesitate to include the 
books of Kings and Chronicles, with all 
of their irreconcilable differences. The 
Biblical writer was solely concerned with 
voicing the ethical aspirations and reli- 
gious ideals of his day. If he drew 
upon the order of nature or the course 
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of human events for material, it was with 
the purpose of using that material to 
enforce his moral and religious lessons. 
It never occurred to anyone to set the 
Bible up as an authoritative manual 
of science and history until the develop- 
ment of modern scientific inquiry and 
critical investigation revealed the fact 
that there were discrepancies in the 
Biblical books in which these subjects 
play a secondary role. Jesus himself 
repudiated certain of the moral pre- 
cepts of the ancient scriptures 1 and the 
greatest of his apostles pronounced the 
venerable requirements of Old Testa- 
ment ritualism to be not obligatory upon 
those who are saved by grace through 
faith in Jesus Christ. 2 Surely it was 
neither Jesus nor Paul who first formu- 
lated the doctrine of the inerrancy of 
the ancient scriptures as regards ethics 
and religion. A most radical innova- 
tion this, which challenges the author- 
ity of the founder of the faith and of his 
greatest spokesman. 

4. There is not extant a single 
sentence or word or syllable of the 
original copy of any one of the sixty-six 
books of the Bible. The translations 
of the books which are in use today 
are all made from handwritten manu- 
scripts of varying antiquity, the earliest 
of which come from about the third 
century a.d. and no two of which are 
in complete agreement concerning the 
text. Moreover, the text of these 
manuscripts is often so badly corrupted, 
especially in certain of the books of 
the Old Testament, that it is now no 
longer intelligible and can be construed 



only by recourse to conjectural emenda- 
tions. This corruption of the text is 
the result of errors on the part of scribes 
in the age-long process of transcription. 
These facts make it clear that it is a 
suspiciously modern innovation to assert 
that the Bible in its present form pre- 
serves the absolute inerrancy of the 
original text. It would seem that 
nobody could in good faith make such 
an assertion unless he were unaware of 
the fact that our modern English Bible 
is a compromise rendering based upon 
many variant texts. 

5. Nowhere in the Bible is the claim 
advanced that the sixty-six books which 
compose the Protestant Bible are all 
divinely inspired and infallible. The 
reason for this fact is not hard to find; 
it is, briefly, that the books were not 
published serially by a board of editors 
who planned the whole set in the begin- 
ning and vouched for them severally 
and collectively as integral parts of a 
self-consistent whole. The latest book 
of the Hebrew scriptures was over two 
centuries old before the rabbis at Jamnia 
settled the canonicity of all of the thirty- 
nine. No statement, then, concerning 
the inspiration of the scriptures which 
might occur in any of these books could 
with any shred of reason be understood 
to apply to all of these thirty-nine writ- 
ings of ancient Israel. The twenty- 
seven books which compose the New 
Testament were not accepted by com- 
mon consent until the latter part of the 
fourth century a.d. The latest New 
Testament book was, therefore, nearly 
three centuries old before there was a 



'E.g., see Matt. 5:38-42 and compare Lev. 24:19-20. 
3 Galatians, chap. 3. 
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New Testament in the commonly ac- 
cepted meaning of the term. No state- 
ment, then, concerning the inspiration 
of scripture which might be found in 
any of these books could with any show 
of reason be held to apply to all of the 
twenty-seven books of a collection 
which nowhere existed as a whole. 
These considerations prove conclusively 
that the doctrine of the verbal inspira- 
tion and the inerrancy of the Protestant 
Bible as a whole is not based upon 
scriptural warrant and could not have 
been the prevailing view of the apostolic 
church, for the very sufficient reason 
that the apostolic church did not have 
the Protestant Bible. As a matter 
of fact, the very early church considered 
some half dozen other books as equal 
in authority to the books which appear 
in our modern New Testament and 
several of these other books came peril- 
ously near finding place in the canon 
of Christian scriptures. 

Historical analysis similar to the 
foregoing would lead to like conclusions 
with regard to the origin of many other 
traditional doctrines which are looked 
upon by those who hold them as repre- 
sentative of the primitive Christian 



point of view, but enough has been said 
already to support the assertion that 
the "conservative" is in reality often 
desperately and dangerously radical! 
It must be freely admitted that much 
critical scholarship has been avowedly 
destructive and has tended to subvert 
faith in the eternal verities of God and 
the spirit, but it should also be insisted 
that the genuine conservative is he who 
makes it his prime concern to discover 
precisely what the sacred writers meant 
when they spoke concerning the deep 
things of God, and, having made this 
discovery, endeavors to conserve their 
message and the spirit from which it 
flowed and to render them vitally 
operative in the life of his own day and 
generation. Such is the only conserva- 
tism worth while. It is so busy drinking 
deep at the wells of living water spring- 
ing up unto everlasting life and so 
engrossed with giving of these waters 
to thirsty lips that it has scant time to 
spare for the concerns of those who, 
forgetful of the waters themselves, 
center attention upon the form of the 
canals and conduits whereby they have 
been carried across the continents and 
through the centuries. 



